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1. Claims 1-16 are pending. 

2. This application has priority of EPO # 00120733.1 filed 9/22/2000. The certified 
copy is not filed to record. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 7/15/05 with respect to claims 1-16 have been 
considered but are moot in view, of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Allen et al 
[Allen, 5,422,821] in view of Westfallet al [Westfall, 6,449,650 B1]. 

5. As per claim 1, Allen discloses a method for handling interactive information 
exchange through networks having a plurality of client machines, the method 
comprising the steps of: 

composing a request message offering predetermined response options, 
whereby corresponding response messages are returned through said networks in one 
(or more) packet(s) [Allen, a forwarding rule of a database provides a menu to the 
operator for possible choices, col 1 lines 37-57]; 
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setting up packet forwarding rules in said networks specifying a particular 
treatment for said returned packets dependent on said predetermined response options 
[Allen, the operator selects from the menu of choices (or options) according to known 
specified forwarding rules, col 4 line 56-5 line 12]; 

However Allen does not detail "sending said request message to said subset of 
client machines." 

In the same endeavor, Westfall discloses a control system for a data 
communication network wherein the forwarding rules send the packets to the 
processing device and a user selects the one of plurality service template [Westfall, col 
3 lines 23-45; col 15 lines 30-67] and subnet address [Westfall, col 8 lines 50-60] 

Therefore it would have been obvious to an ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the forwarding rules with the user selections at 
subnet location as taught by Westfall into the Allen's apparatus in order to utilize the 
client-server communications. Doing so would extended the service to the subset of 
clients over the subnet. 

6. As per claim 2, Allen-Westfall disclose an initial step of receiving a subscription 
message from a subset of said client machines [Westfall, subnet address, col 8 lines 
50-60]. 

7. As per claim 3, Allen-Westfall disclose said request message is composed in that 
said corresponding response message only consists of one packet as a design choice 
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of the response option [Allen, a forwarding rule of a database provides a menu to the 
operator for possible choices, col 1 lines 37-57]. 

8. As per claim 4, Allen-Westfall disclose said request message is composed in a 
way that said chosen predetermined response options is encoded in a data portion of 
said respective response packet [Allen, the operator selects from the menu of choices 
(or options) according to known specified forwarding rules, col 4 line 56-5 line 12]. 

9. As per claim 5, Allen-Westfall disclose said request message is composed in a 
hypertext document format and a program that can be executed on the client machines 
and composes said response messages upon an interaction of a user of a client 
machine [Westfall, Web services, Fig 5A-5C]. 

10. As per claim 6, Allen-Westfall disclose setting up forwarding rules includes the 
step of configuring one or more routers that forward said response packets [Allen, the 
operator selects from the menu of choices according to known specified forwarding 
rules, col 4 line 56-5 line 12]. 

11. As per claim 7, Allen-Westfall disclose configuring said routers includes the step 
of instructing said routers to discard response messages containing predetermined 
response options as a filter [Westfall, router configuration, col 2 lines 2]. 
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12. As per claim 8, Allen-Westfall disclose configuring said routers includes the step 
of instructing said routers to forward response messages containing a certain response 
option to a specified host connected to one of said networks [Westfall, router 
configuration, col 2 lines 2]. 

13. As per claim 9, Allen-Westfall disclose configuring said routers combine more 
than one response messages arriving in a given time frame and to forward the 
combined messages as one message [Westfall, router configuration, col 2 lines 2]. 

14. As per claim 10, Allen-Westfall disclose configuring said routers includes the step 
of instructing at least one of said routers to store the selected option of said response 
options in conjunction with the identity of the sender [Westfall, router configuration, col 2 
lines 2]. 

15. As per claim 1 1, Allen-Westfall disclose configuring said routers includes the step 
of instructing at least one of said routers to determine the amount of received response 
messages for each response option [Westfall, router configuration, col 2 lines 2]. 

16. As per claim 12, Allen-Westfall disclose the steps of receiving response 
messages and sending a second request message only to client machines from which a 
response message containing a certain response option was received . 
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17. As per claim 13, Allen-Westfall disclose receiving response messages and 
storing the options chosen grouped by said sending client machines [Allen, the operator 
selects from the menu of choices (or options) according to known specified forwarding 
rules, col 4 line 56-5 line 12]. 

18. As per claim 14, Allen-Westfall disclose a computer program product stored on a 
computer usable medium [Westfakk, CD-ROM, disk drives, col 13 lines 12-22]. 

1 9. Claims 15,16 contain the similar limitations set forth of claim 1 . Therefore, claims 
15,16 are rejected for the similar rationale set forth in claim 1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by Jeffrey et al 
[Jeffrey, 6,085,233]. 

20. As per claim 1 , Jeffrey discloses a method for handling interactive information 
exchange through networks having a plurality of client machines [Jeffrey, Internet, col 9 
line 16], the method comprising the steps of: 

composing a request message offering predetermined response options, 
whereby corresponding response messages are returned through said networks in one 
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(or more) packet(s) [Jeffrey, any particular predefined sequence of modes or 
procedures, col 2 lines 25-34; packet of data, col 10 lines 56-61]; 

setting up packet forwarding rules [Jeffrey, the forwarding rule is set to simple, 
col 41 line 62-col 42 line 8] in said networks specifying a particular treatment for said 
returned packets dependent on said predetermined response options [Jeffrey, the 
forwarding rule may be specified, col 27 lines 1-15; the user views the outputs including 
the list of options and respond, col 46 lines 1-18]; 

sending said request message to said subset of client machines [Jeffrey, subnet, 
col 92 lines 46-60]. 

21 . As per claim 2, Jeffrey discloses an initial step of receiving a subscription 
message from a subset of said client machines [Jeffrey, subnet, col 92 lines 46-60]. 

22. As per claim 3, Jeffrey discloses said request message is composed in that said 
corresponding response message only consists of one packet as a design choice of the 
response option. 

23. As per claim 4, Jeffrey discloses said request message is composed in a way 
that said chosen predetermined response options is encoded in a data portion of said 
respective response packet [Jeffrey, encoding information, col 5 line 67]. 
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24. As per claim 5, Jeffrey discloses said request message is composed in a 
hypertext document format and a program that can be executed on the client machines 
and composes said response messages upon an interaction of a user of a client 
machine [Jeffrey, Internet, col 9 line 16]. 

25. As per claim 6, Jeffrey discloses setting up forwarding rules includes the step of 
configuring one or more routers that forward said response packets [Jeffrey, the 
forwarding rule may be specified, col 27 lines 1-15]. 

26. As per claim 7, Jeffrey discloses configuring said routers includes the step of 
instructing said routers to discard response messages containing predetermined 
response options as a filter [Jeffrey, router, col 9 line 16]. 

27. As per claim 8, Jeffrey discloses configuring said routers includes the step of 
instructing said routers to forward response messages containing a certain response 
option to a specified host connected to one of said networks [Jeffrey, router, col 9 line 
16]. 

28. As per claim 9, Jeffrey discloses configuring said routers combine more than one 
response messages arriving in a given time frame and to forward the combined 
messages as one message [Jeffrey, router, col 9 line 16]. 
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29. As per claim 10, Jeffrey discloses configuring said routers includes the step of 
instructing at least one of said routers to store the selected option of said response 
options in conjunction with the identity of the sender [Jeffrey, router, col 9 line 16]. 

30. As per claim 1 1 , Jeffrey discloses configuring said routers includes the step of 
instructing at least one of said routers to determine the amount of received response 
messages for each response option [Jeffrey, router, col 9 line 16]. 

31 . As per claim 12, Jeffrey discloses the steps of receiving response messages and 
sending a second request message only to client machines from which a response 
message containing a certain response option was received [Jeffrey, the forwarding rule 
may be specified, col 27 lines 1-15; the user views the outputs including the list of 
options and respond, col 46 lines 1-18]. 

32. As per claim 13, Jeffrey discloses receiving response messages and storing the 
options chosen grouped by said sending client machines [Jeffrey, user group, col 61 
lines 23-53]. 

33. As per claim 14, Jeffrey discloses a computer program product stored on a 
computer usable medium [Jeffrey, database 212,214, Fig 2]. 
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34. Claims 15,16 contain the similar limitations set forth of claim 1 . Therefore, claims 
15,16 are rejected for the similar rationale set forth in claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

35. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by Owens et al 
[Owens, 6,633,630 B1]. 

36. As per claim 1, Owens discloses a method for handling interactive information 
exchange through networks having a plurality of client machines [Owens, internet col 7 
line 21], the method comprising the steps of: 

composing a request message offering predetermined response options, 
whereby corresponding response messages are returned through said networks in one 
(or more) packet(s) [Owens, selects the forward options to define rules, col 3 lines 40- 
57]; 

setting up packet forwarding rules [Owens, selects the forward options to define 
rules, col 3 lines 40-57] in said networks specifying a particular treatment for said 
returned packets dependent on said predetermined response options [Owens, the 
message receiver selects options, col 7 lines 1 1-48; col 8 lines 26-42;col 9 lines 60-col 
10 line 24]; 
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sending said request message to said subset of client machines [Owens, group 
of voicemail, email, fax mail, col 17 lines 55-62]. 

37. As per claim 2, Owens discloses an initial step of receiving a subscription 
message from a subset of said client machines [Owens, group of voicemail, email, fax 
mail, col 17 lines 55-62]. 

38. As per claim 3, Owens discloses said request message is composed in that said 
corresponding response message only consists of one packet as a design choice of the 
response option. 

39. As per claim 4, Owens discloses said request message is composed in a way 
that said chosen predetermined response options is encoded in a data portion of said 
respective response packet [Owens, reformat or conversions, col 2 lines 65]. 

40. As per claim 5, Owens discloses said request message is composed in a 
hypertext document format and a program that can be executed on the client machines 
and composes said response messages upon an interaction of a user of a client 
machine [Owens, Internet, col 7 lines 20]. 



Application/Control Number: 09/960,237 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2142 

41 . As per claim 6, Owens discloses setting up forwarding rules includes the step of 
configuring one or more routers that forward said response packets [Owens, selects the 
forward options to define rules, col 3 lines 40-57]. 

42. As per claim 7, Owens discloses configuring said routers includes the step of 
instructing said routers to discard response messages containing predetermined 
response options as a filter [Owens, email gateway, col 6 line 12]. 

43. As per claim 8, Owens discloses configuring said routers includes the step of 
instructing said routers to forward response messages containing a certain response 
option to a specified host connected to one of said networks [Owens, email gateway, col 
6 line 12]. 

44. As per claim 9, Owens discloses configuring said routers combine more than one 
response messages arriving in a given time frame and to forward the combined 
messages as one message [Owens, email gateway, col 6 line 12]. 

45. As per claim 10, Owens discloses configuring said routers includes the step of 
instructing at least one of said routers to store the selected option of said response 
options in conjunction with the identity of the sender [Owens, email gateway, col 6 line 
12]. 
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46. As per claim 11, Owens discloses configuring said routers includes the step of 
instructing at least one of said routers to determine the amount of received response 
messages for each response option [Owens, email gateway, col 6 line 12]. 

47. As per claim 12, Owens discloses the steps of receiving response messages and 
sending a second request message only to client machines from which a response 
message containing a certain response option was received [Owens, group of 
voicemail, email, fax mail, col 17 lines 55-62]. 

48. As per claim 13, Owens discloses receiving response messages and storing the 
options chosen grouped by said sending client machines [Owens, group of voicemail, 
email, fax mail, col 17 lines 55-62]. 

49. As per claim 14, Owens discloses a computer program product stored on a 
computer usable medium [Owens, repository, col 7 lines 32]. 

50. Claims 15,16 contain the similar limitations set forth of claim 1. Therefore, claims 
15,16 are rejected for the similar rationale set forth in claim 1 . 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to examiner Thong Vu, whose telephone number is (571)- 
272-3904. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:00AM- 
4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell, can be reached at (571) 272-3868. The fax number for the 
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organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval IPAIRI system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PMR or Public PMR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Thong Vu 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2142 




